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AREA DESCRIPTION - SECURITY MAP OF Sa.crruncnto, Col • . 

1, 

2, 

AREA CrlARACTERISTICS: Level \7i th f nvorablo grado wd no constructi-on ha.zo.rds. 
a. Description of Terrain. 

b. Favorable Influences. Convenience to transportation, schools, churches, trruiing 
and runu.somcnt aroa.s. Nca.rncss to city con.tor. Proximity to con.tors of c.ommcrciul 
and industrial cmploymont. 

C, 

d. 

D~trjmental Influences. Highly congested populntion t1hosc dcnsit:'" groo.tly cxc-)ods 
c1 ty s uvcrago. Presence in largo numbers of subversive raciru. olomcnts. ])).
croo.chmcnt of c.ommorcc ond business. 

Percentage of land improved~%; e. Trend of desirability next 10-15 yrs. Do
r-.1 i Tl 111.1? 

INHABITANTS: All groups from rel iof to 
a. Occupation Oricntru. bt,sinoss o..~d; b. Estimated annual family income 

profcss1oruil men & cxcc:u.t1vcs 

c. Foreign-born families~%; Latin ruld Jnpon~s~- predominating: d. 

$ Rcliof to 
oOUU 

Negro Yes · 
10~ ' . 

e. Infiltration of Orientals has oc-. f. Relief families Ma.ny 
curred. ' ----------

,., - J DlH!J "1. 1 1 " I ::; 1 TT(. r ..eas 1 n f:J' II 
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Tij uana 

Pollution Burden Population Characteristics 

Exposures 

PM2.5 

~ 
Traffic 

Drinking Water Toxic Releases 
Contaminants from Facilihes 

En¥1ronmental Effects 

1 i..,.j 
Solid Waste Sites 

and Facilities 

~ 
Cleanup Sites 

Qroun lmpairecl Water 
Threats , ti Bodies 

1-taza~· Waste 
Generators and Facilities 

Sensitive Populations 

(. 
cardiovascular Disease 

Low Birth-Weight Infants 

Sock>economlc Factofs 

Poverty 

...... , 
'-.:__/ 

Educational 
Attainment 

~ ,I 
Unemployment 

,t, 
Linguistic 
Isolation 

HouMng13urdened 
Low Income Households 
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% People of 
% White 

% People of 
%White 

■ People of C 

■ White 

SI 

11% 111% 20'Jli Jo,i, 40'J6 50% 60'Jf> 711% 80% 911% 100" 

■ Latino ■ White ■Allan/Pacific hlandet C 8"'<1t ■ Other/Mulllpje 

Figure 3. Racial Makeup or Each Decile rA the Draft. CelEnvlroScreen 4.0 Score. 
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Sacramento, CA 

Areas by Grade 

Area Grade 

6% 1 A"Best" 

17% 

13% 

B "Still Desirable" 
C "Definitely Declining• 

D "Hazardous" 

Demographics 

105,958 Total Population (1940) 
11.5% Foreign-born white 
0.9" Foreign-born Japanese 
05% Foreitrn-born Chinese 

Brlghtoo 



����������	
��������������
������
��
�������
����
California's Redllned Communities Home Hf Maps & Cal EPA Data Wll. Redline-CES Analysis 0 Background Information 

Zoom To: 

Oakland 

CalEPA Regulated Sites: 

Site Selection Options: 

None 

Redlining Data: 

Filter For Sites By HOLC Grade or Location: 

OFF 

Environmental, Public Health, & 
Socieconomic Data: 

Select CalEnviroScreen (CES) Parameter: 

CES 3 Percentile 

Filter Sites By Score of Selected CES Parameter: 

l a 

= Show/Hide Sidebar 

NOTE: Use the left side map to pan/zoom, and use the button in the upper right corner of each map to toggle layer.; on or off (some map layer.; must be activated in the 
sidebar on the left first). Tabular data for the selected sites is available to view/download below the maps. 

CalEPA Data: HOLC (Redline) Data: 
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Average CES 3 Score by City and HOLC Grade for Neighborhoods in California Cities Assessed 
by the HOLC in the 1930s 
Black lines represent the average CES 3 Score of all neighborhoods assessed by the HOLC in the given city 

Fresno- • • • 
Stockton- • • t • 

Sacramento - • • I• • I City Average 

Los Angeles - • • I • HOLC Grade 

San Jose- • 1 • • • A (Best) 

• B (Desirable) 

Oakland - • • • C (Declining) 

San Diego- • • • • D (Hazardous) 

San Francisco - • • • 
20 40 60 

Average CES 3 Score (Increasing Disadvantage-) 
Note: Higher CES 3 scores indicate greater poUution burden and/or population vulnerability 
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Present-Day Distribution of Racial / Ethnic Group Populations Within Neighborhoods 
Assessed by the HOLC in the 1930s in California 

White-

Other
a. 
::, 
e 

C) 
.!:! Asian American -
C: 
.c w 
:: African American -
.!!! 
u 
IO 

er: 
Native American -

Hispanic-

0% 25% 
I I 

50% 75% 

Percent of Population 

I 

100% 

Note: Present-day demographic information is from 2010 U.S. Census data 

HOLCGrade 

A (Best) 

■ B (Desirable) 

C (Declining) 

■ D (Hazardous) 
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1 ffOMAS IIROs:. 

OAKt!AN D 
BERKELEY 
ALAMEDA 
SAN LEANDRO 

l'IED~IO~T 
1J'EMtRY\0IU.f 

A.I JIANY 
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proximity to city dump 

so strong is tl1e racial tl1reat · 

~ing neighborhood. Whether industry invaaeCi. ., 
?11exi cans encroached. upon an industrial distri c, 

they are inextricably mixed~ The di strict is , 

Lnck: of soucrs 

( ou1r. side city lioi ts, . 

. -
adjacencc to oil wells and i ndustry 
inharmonious ruciul elements, rcmde: 

o.. residential island in a soa of industry. 

along the numerous highways are found ' scattered groups .. of 
dwelling·s which ' house Mexican and Je.po.nese form laborers -



����������	�
�������������������������� ��!�"�#����$�%�&'()��%�*+,,-.+/�0 1�"+/,�2�3+/���/�4� ��!�"�#5�6���789�:;�-�-+�<=>,<� ��+��� ��!�"�


